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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
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1. Basis of the report 

1 With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are refenred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 17)): 



Description, Pages 

•\ .44 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1 .1 6 originally filed 



1 



Drawings, Sheets 

1/13-13/13 as originally filed 

With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority In the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless othenvise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: . which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the intemational application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation fumished for the purposes of intemational preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55.2 andfor 55.3). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
intemational preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the intemational application in written fonm. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable fonn. 

□ fumished subsequently to this Authority In written form. 

□ fumished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently fumished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the intemational application as filed has been fumished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is Identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5 □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 
been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

{Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 
IV. Lack of unity of invention 

1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

□ restricted the clalms, 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 

M neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

2 □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to 
Rule 68.1 , not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention In accordance with Rules 13.1. 13.2 and 13.3 
is 

□ complied with. 

□ not complied with for the following reasons: 

4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of intemational preliminary 
examination in establishing this report: 

□ all parts. 

S the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-12 . 

V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1 1 



Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-10,12 

Industrial applicability (lA) Yes: Claims 1-12 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item IV 

Lack of unity of invention 

The application laclcs of unity within the meaning of Rule 13 PCT. The separate 
inventions or groups of inventions claimed in the application are the following: 

a) Claims 1-12: A remote control toy system, solving the problem of conducting 
data between the different devices. 

b) Claim 13: A controller, solving the problem of receiving steering information. 

c) Claim 14: A model, solving the problem of implementing predetemnined action. 

d) Claims 15-16: An accessory device, solving the problem of processing data. 

The common concept linking these four separate groups of inventions together, 
which can be defined by the equivalent technical features common to all, is: a 
device comprising a radio communication module serving as a device for 
executing communication, and a control device for implementing various controls 
based on data communication conducted via a radio communication module. 
These features can, however, not support a unifying novel and inventive concept, 
since such a device is known for example from document D1 : US-A-4 817 948 
(see search report), which discloses a car having a FM receiver (129)(which 
equals the radio communication module) and a demultiplexer (128)(whlch equals 
the control device). Further each of the four groups solves a different problem. 
The application therefore lacks unity (see PCT-Guldelines, III-7). 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 ). The subject-matter of independent claim 1 1 (which is the broadest independent 
claim being examined) is not new within the meaning of Article 33(2) PCT, since 
document D1 : US-A-4 817 948 (see search report), discloses a remote control toy 
system as defined therein, especially it discloses: a controller (4,5), and a model 
controlled (2,3), wherein each of the controllers, the models comprises a radio 
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communicating module (29.129) and a control device (1 18M 19M20'), as defined 
in detail in the claim. Tlie applicants argument tliat the D1 does not disclose an 
accessory device cannot be followed, as claim 1 1 does not specify this feature. 

2) . The additional features of independent 1 , as well as the subject-matter of 

dependent claims 2-1 0 and 1 2, does not appear to involve an inventive step within 
the meaning of Article 33(3) PCT, since it appears to specify simple constructional 
measures in the field of remote control toy systems. 

3) . Claim 1 comprises all the features of claim 1 1 and is therefore not appropriately 

formulated as a claim dependent on the latter (Rule 6.4 PCT). 

4) . To meet the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT document D1 should have been 

identified in the description and the relevant background art disclosed therein 
should be briefly discussed. 

5) . To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3(b) PCT the independent claim should have 

been properly cast in the two part fomn, with those features which in combination 
are part of the prior art (see D1) being placed in the preamble. 

6) . Reference signs in parentheses should have been inserted in the claims to 

increase their Intelligibility, Rule 6.2(b) PCT. 



Form PCT/Separate Sheet/409 (Sheet 2) (EPO-April 1997) 



